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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1 . Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Inaba (US 
6,144,809). 

As for claim 1 , Inaba teaches of an adjustment assembly (Figure 1 , Reference 
Numbers 15-21, also see Figure 3); a first lens mounted to the adjustment assembly; a 
second lens mounted to the adjustment assembly (Figure 1 , Reference Number 15 and 
16, also Column 3, Lines 56-67 and Column 4, Lines 1-33); a first eyepiece for viewing 
images received by the first lens; a second eyepiece for viewing images received by the 
second lens (Figure 2, Reference Number 31 and 30, also Column 3, Lines 56-67 and 
Column 4, Lines 1-33); wherein the distance between the first and second lenses can 
be varied by the adjustment assembly and wherein the distance between the first and 
second lenses is substantially independent of the distance between the first and second 
eyepieces (Column 3, Lines 56-67 and Column 4, Lines 1-33). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 2-6, 8-15, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Inaba (US 6,144,809) in view of Steinthal (US 5,963,369). 

As for claims 2 and 24, Inaba teaches of the limitations mentioned in the above 
rejection of claim 1 . Inaba does not teach of the first lens and second lens are housed 
in a first and second telescope chamber, respectively, and wherein the first and second 
telescope chambers are attached to the adjustment assembly, however, Steinthal does 
(Figure 2B). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to place the lens in a telescope chamber in order to allow for increase 
magnification because of the longer distance between eyepiece and lens (also see 
Column 3, Lines 44-55). 

As for claim 3, Inaba teaches of the limitations mentioned in the above rejection 
of claim 1 . Although Inaba does not disclose of any of the following, Steinthal does: a 
first image-capturing component in an optical path behind the first lens that produces 
first image signals; a second image-capturing component in an optical path behind the 
second lens that produces second image signals (Column 3, Lines 55-67); a processor 
coupled to the first and second image capturing components that receives the first and 
second image signals and produces one or more resultant signals corresponding to the 
first and second image signals (Column 4, Lines 22-53); display means that displays the 
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resultant signals (Column 4, Lines 1-11). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to place the imaging components after the lens 
in order to allow the lenses to be separated a greater distance from each other in order 
to fine turn the stereoscopic image. 

As for claim 5, Inaba teaches of the limitations mentioned in the above rejection 
of claim 1 . Inaba does not teach of the first and second lenses comprise first and 
second objective lenses, however, Steinthal does (Column 3, Lines 1 1-24). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use 
objective lenses for the "photographing lenses" disclosed in Inaba and is considered 
well known in the art to do so. (Official Notice) 

As for claim 4, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed in the 
above rejection of claim 3. Steinthal also teaches of first and second image capturing 
components comprise first and second CMOS photo arrays (Column 3, Lines 62-67). 

As for claim 6, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed in the 
above rejection of claim 3. Steinthal also teaches of display means comprises first and 
second displays (Note: the image is displayed in both the left eyepiece and right 
eyepiece simultaneously, Column 4, Lines 1-53, Figure 3 (Reference Number 16)). 

As for claim 8, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed in the 
above rejection of claim 3. Steinthal also teaches of a digital signal processor (Column 
4, Lines 36-37). 

As for claim 9, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed in the 
above rejection of claim 3. Steinthal also teaches of flash memory coupled to the 
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processor (Note: the memory is external but could be placed inside the invention, 
Column 4, Lines 54-67). 

As for claim 10, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed in the 
above rejection of claim 3. Steinthal also teaches of comprising random access 
memory coupled to the processor (Column 4, Lines 48-53). 

As for claim 1 1 and 12, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed 
in the above rejection of claim 3. Steinthal also teaches of an audio processor coupled 
to the processor along with microphones to acquire the sound(Note: Since Steinthal 
discloses recording of audio, it is obvious to one of ordinary skill that a processor must 
be readily available and microphones used to input the sound, Column 3, Lines 31-35). 
(Official Notice) 

As for claims 13 and 14, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed 
in the above rejection of claim 3. Steinthal also teaches of a digital port connected to 
the processor (Note: It is considered obvious that an audio output could have easily 
been accomplished with the circuitry provided, Column 3, Lines 36-40). (Office Notice) 

As for claim 15, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed in the 
above rejection of claim 3. Steinthal also teaches of a remote system (i.e. a PC) in 
communication with the processor (Column 5, Lines 17-28). 

Claims 7, and 16-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Inaba (US 6,144,809) in view of Steinthal (US 5,963,369) and in further view of 
Boys (US 6,542,295). 
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As for claim 7, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed in the 
above rejection of claim 3. Boys also teaches of a wireless communication circuit 
coupled to the processor that enables the processor to transmit and receive data by 
wireless communication (Note: discloses the use of wired or wireless connection, 
Column 1 5, Lines 27-44). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to make the wired connection disclosed in Steinthal a 
wireless one in order to allow for fast communication and convenience. 

As for claims 16 and 17, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed 
in the above rejection of claim 7. Steinthal also teaches of a remote system (i.e. a PC) 
in communication with the processor (Note: it is considered obvious that the PC will also 
have a processor node that can communicate with the monitor (remote device), Column 
5, Lines 17-28). (Official Notice) 

As for claims 18 and 19, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed 
in the above rejection of claim 17. Boys also teaches of the processor node 
communicates with the processor via the wireless or wired communication circuit (Note: 
discloses the use of wired or wireless connection, Column 15, Lines 27-44). 

As for claim 20, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed in the 
above rejection of claim 17. Although Boys does not teach of the remote device is 
capable of communicating with the processor node through the Internet, it is considered 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that a wireless communication device can 
readily use the Internet. (Official Notice) 
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As for claim 21 , most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed in the 
above rejection of claim 17. Steinthal also teaches of a display for displaying visual 
data in 3-D (Column 5, Lines 15-17). 

As for claim 22, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed in the 
above rejection of claim 17, Steinthal also teaches of a display and a pair of 
stereoscopic eyewear that allows viewers to view images generated by the display in 3- 
D (Column 5, Lines 18-28). 

As for claim 23, most of the limitations of the claim have been discussed in the 
above rejection of claim 17. Steinthal also teaches of speakers (Figure 5). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew Haney whose telephone number is 703-305- 
4915. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (7-4:30), Every Other Friday 
Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on 703-305-4856. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Matthew Haney 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2613 
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